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s:ivvrusQFj:;LAiMS 

Claims l-l 1 liavcbecn cancelled. Claims 12 and 13 have been withdrawn. Claims 14-20 
stand reject wl. The rejections ofclaiius 14-20 are herein iippcaled. 

■I'here have been ao amendments filed subsequent to the date of the Final Office Action. 
yctiMM ARYO i' ci^M l;JmJAJiiGIM Aim 

A concise exphinalion of the subject matter defined in the independent claim 1 4 involved 
in the appeal is provided below 



Cloim 14 

Claim 14 rucitcs "[a] system for facilitating supply chain processes in an outsourced 
manufticluring environment." 

Ihe system comprising "a inanufftcturing entity" (1-IG. 1, system 100, OEM enterprise 
150, and OEM division 190; page 4, lines 19-23; page 6, lines 25-27). 

The mannfacturing entity comprising "a sci-ver" (FIG. 1. OEM cntonirise 150, server 102; 
pa[jc4, linos 21-23). 

The n>aiuifacturing entity further comprising "an outsourced supply chain tool executing 
on SJiid server" (FIG. 1, OEM cntenirisc 150, server 102; page 5, lines 12-15). 

TI»c manufacturing entity further comprising "a terminal in communication with said 
server via a communications link" (i'lG. 1, terminal 106, communications link 104; page 4, lines 
21-23 and 25-27; page 4, line 27-pagc 5, line 3), 



he manufacturing entity further corapri.sing "a data storage device in communication 
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with said server via said comniunicalious link" (inG. 1 , OEM Enterprise 150, Data Storage 120, 
comnmiiicalions link 1 04; server 1 02; page 6. lines 7-9). 

The system furlhcr comprising "a network link to a contract manuracturor system" (FIG. 
I . system 1 00, CM 1 SOA- 1 SOD, Internet; page 7, lines 9-25). 

The system funhcr comprising "a network link to a customer focus team system assigned 
to the contract maniiractiucr system based upon gcogniphic proximity, said customer focus team 
system pcrronning logistical administrative scivices for sjiid contract majnifactiiring system on 
behalf of said marmfacturing entity" (FIG. I, system 100, Internet, OSC CFT 182A-182D, CM 
180A-18OD (dcsig-natctl by geographies: 180A is CM USA, 18013 is Asia Pacific, I80C is 
Mexico, and 180D is Europe, whereby l^G. 1 illustrates: OSC CFT 1 82A is gcogiaphically 
located near and iissigjial lo CM USA 180A. OSC CFT 182B is geographically located near and 
assignal to CM Asia Pacific 1 ROB, OSC Cl-T 1 82C is geographically located near and assigned 
to CM Mexico 180C, and OSC CFT 1 82D is geographically located near and assigned to CM 
Rjiropo 180J>); page 7, lines 17-20 provide support for performing logistical adminisUalive 
services; support for geographic-based assignment is provided on page 8, lines 2-4 and 11-14). 

Tlic logistical tulministralivc services ijicluding "at least one of: 

facilitating transfer and rcplcnislmient of components neciled during 
maniifacture;" (page 7, line 26-page 8, line I); 

"ensuring ongoing inventory demand issues are addressed and resolved;" (page 8, 

lines 2-4); 

"obtaining and providing nictrics on outsourced supply chain parts and activities;" 
(page 8, lines 4-6); 

"assisting said contract nianufacluiing system during shortfalls of supplies;" (i->^^c 

8, lines 6-8); 

••collaborating with said coinmodity team council systems relating to acquisition 
of critical parts; and" (page 8, lines 6-8); 

providing assistance on matters rclateti to import, export, and tax issues" (page 8, 
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linos R-IO). 

The above exemplary citibodimcnt is discusswl with respccl to the aforcincnlioncd 
intlcpcndcnl cbiiii by way of example only and is not intended to in anyway Hniit the scope of 
this claim. 

p.limJNaSLQO.^iiiCIIQN^ 

Claims 14-20 have been rejected as being allegedly unpatentable over Shavil et al. in 
view of Clcndcnin. The rejection of claims 14-20 as being allegedly unpatentable over Shavit et 
al. in view of Clcndenin is to bo reviewed on appeal. 



Rcicd ioi i of claims 14-20 

Claim-s 14-20 have been rejected as being allegedly unpalcnable over Shavit ct al. in view 
of Cleudcnin. 

The Exninincr stales, with respect to claim 14, that Shavit ct al. discloses or malces 
obvious "a nianuHicluring cnlity comprising: a server; an outsourced supply chain tool executing 
on said server"; however the Examiner fails to point to any Tclcvanl section of Shavit et al. in 
.sujjporl of this coniention. In fact, Shavit ct al. does not even remotely teach or suggest a 
numifacluring enlily comprising a server and an outsourced supply chain tool executing on the 
.sL^rvcr. In addition, Figures I and 2 of Shavit et al. illustrate various system elcmcnls that include 
an IMM system 50 that includes a processor 81 and interface 70, but does is devoid of teaching 
iin ouUiOiirccd supply chain tool executing on a server of a manufacturing entity. The system 
aimpoiicnts ilhislralcd in Figure 2, and described in column 6. lines 9-15 of Shavit ct al. provide 
a cur-snry reference to a manufacturer's representative in the context of the types of market 
parlicipanls of the IMM system 50. 

Scv.No 10/0J4,70S 
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The lixamincr concedes that Sliavit ct ah docs not disclose "a network link to a contract 
manuracliircr system; a network link to a customer focus team system assigned to the contract 
manufacuircr system based upon geographic proximity, said customer focus learn system 
performing logistical administrative services Tor said conlract manufaciuriiig system on behalf of 
said luamifacturing entity/' However, the Examiner then introduces Clendenin as teaching these 
elements, fn particular, the Examiner contends that Clendenin discloses a link to a contract 
mnnufncturcr system, citin<i a *'brake pad manufacturer 1 10a" (paragraph 0004) in supporl. b\ 
addilion, the Bxainiuer contends thai Clendenin discloses ^'network links to secondary suppliers 
which may provide Mogisticar supporl and services" wherein "support and services include 
techniCfil consulting, accounting, and legal service'' citing paragraph 0005 in support. The 
relevant sections ofClcndcnin relied upon by the Examiner disclose a consuhing firm 1 13 that 
"supplici; consulting servicers to OEM 101, such as technical consuhing, accounting and legal 
services" (paragraph 0005). Clendenin furdicr discloses ^'cofupanies who supply goods oml/or 
sci vlces ditecily to an OEM are called primary suppliers. Tlwse companies titat supply goods 
aud/ar services to the supply chain, but not directly to OEMs are called secondary suppliers'' 
(paragraph 0005). Clendenin further discloses that Figure 1 illusXratcs ^^primary suppliers are 
represented hy 110^113 and the secondary suppliers are represented by 120-124. Sccondaiy 
suppliers oflcn sell to other sccondaiy suppliers" (paragraph 0005). As represented in Figure 1, 
the consulting firm 1 13 rcprcscnls a primary supplier that supplies services directly to the OEM, 
while the secondary suppliers 1 20-1 24 supply goods and/or sciviccs to Iho supply chain or to 
oiher suppliers but not directly to Ihc OEM 101 . If the Examiuesr is somehow suggesting that the 
consulting firm 1 ! 3 of Clendenin is the recited customer focus team, then this position is flawed. 
As recited in claim 14» llic cuslomer focus team is assigned to a contract manufacturer and 
performs logistical scnicesfor the contract mauufactnrcr on behalf of the manufacturing 
entity. Thus, the customer focus team is not provi(h'ng sewices directly to the OEM, or 
manufacturer, as is true of the consulting firm 1 1 3 of Clendenin (as a primary supplier). Thus, 
Ihe consulting firm 1 1 3 of Clendenin fails to overcome the deficiencies of Shavit ct al. 

Tlic Examiner suggests that the assignment of a customer focas team to a contract 
mnnnractiu-cr system ''based upon geogiaphic proximity" as recited in claim 14 is an obvious 
mauer of design choice. Specifically, the Examiner contends that these limitations would have 

Scr. No. 10/014,708 
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hcon obvious design cliojccs 2ls Ihey arc **cohcrcnt with normal and well known business 
prncliccs to produce a desired result.*' The Exoniincr's finding of obviousness based upon design 
choice is improper as the claimed stnicturc recited in claim 14 and ihc funclion iv performs is 
different from the structure in the prior ail. As recited in claim 14, customer focus team systems 
are assigned to contract manufacturer and provide administrative services to the contract 
manufacturer on behalf of the manuffiCluTing entity. The assignments are based upon geographic 
proximity of the customer foetus team to the contract manufacturer so tliat logistically, the 
customer focus tcatn h capable of providing quick and efficient resolutions to issues and 
facilitate vSrnooth operations conducted between the two entities. Neither Shavit et al, nor 
(;:icmlcnin, alone or in combination, teach a system or structure that assigns customer focus 
teams to a contract nirmofacturer. Nor do the references recite the administrative functions 
provided by iht teom. Accordingly, because the stnicturc and functions provided by Shavit ct al. 
and CIcndcnin arc different from claim 14, this finding of obviousness based upon design choice 
if^ impi opcr. l^'or at least these reasons, claijn 14 patentahly defines over Shavit et al, in view of 
CIcndcnin. 

Claims 15-20 should bo patentable as depending from what should be an allowable 
independent claim. 

Claim 15 should also be allowable as setting forth patentable subject matter in and of 
ilsL^lf. Claim 15 recites "the system of claim 14, further comprising: 
a network link to a supplier system; and 

a Ticlwork link to at least one commodity council team system assigned to the supplier 
system based upon geogi aphic proximity, said commodity council team providing logistical 
adminislrative support to said supplier system; 

whc5i-cin said losislical administrative support includei> at least one of: 

cns;n*ing timely placement of purchase orders relating to supporting 

supplier systems; 

managing order books of said supporting supplier systems; 
providing outsourced supply chain metrics relating to supply chain 

vScr.No. 10/0M,70S 
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siclivirics; 

escalating slioitfalJs idcniified for inveiilories orsaid supplier systems; 
assisting said customer focus team systems in acquiring critical parts; 
facilitating rcplcnishraent implementation and drive to complete drop 

shipmtjnL functions; 

resolving finance issues; 
visiting said supplier systems; 

providing support for other outsourced supply chain regions on unique 

supplier issues; 

providing input on supplier report cards; and 

interfacing with council chairs on contract issues, geographical 
allocations, supplier credits, and letters to suppliers on trajisfers." 

Nchhcr Shavit et aL, nor Clendenin, alone or in combination, recites a commodity council 
lu-am system that is assigned to the supplier system based upon geographic proximity and which 
provides logistical administrative support to its assigned supplier system. Moreover, the 
references do not teach or suggest providing the listing of administrative services as recited claim 
15. 'I he Examiner also contends that claim 15 includes limitations that represent obvious design 
choices to one of ordinary skill in the art and are, therefore, deemed obvious- The lixamincr's 
fm<1ing of obviou.snes<s based upon design choice is improper as the claimed stiiicturc recited in 
claim 15 and the function it performs is different from the structure in the prior art. As recited in 
claim 1 5i commodity council .teams arc assigned to supplier systems and provide logistical 
administrative services to the supplier systems on behalf of the manufacturing entity. The 
assignments arc based upon geographic proximity of the commodity council teams to the 
supplier systems. Ncitlicr Shavit et al, nor Clendenin teaches a system or stiucture that assigns 
commodity council te;mis to supplier systems. Nor do they recite the adminislralive functions 
|)roviclcd by the team. Accordingly, becnuse the sLiiicture and functions provided by Shavit et a1. 
and Clendenin arc different H'om claim 14, this finding of obviousness based upon design choice 
is iivipropcr. I'or at least these reasons, claim 1 5 patenlably defines over Shavit et al. in view of 
Clendenin, 

Sor. No. 10/014,70S 
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Chiim 16 slioald also be allowable as setting Ibrlb patentable subject rnaitcr in and of itself. 
Chum 16 recites *'said outsourced supply chain tool performs: 

generating a pi ice protection plan for said contract manufacturer and said supplier, said 
gcincriJting a price protection plan performed by gathering data relating to goods to be 
mnmif;iclm-e(l, said data including: 

forecast and demand data; 

supj"ilicr commitment data; 

contiYict inanufaclurcr award data; and 

logistical data; 

developing business rules operable for identifying cost savings in accordance with 
existing negotiated contract pricing and contract terms and conditions of trading partner 
agreements; 

executing supply chain activities utilizing results of said generating a price protection 
pl:in :nid sfiid developing business rules." 

Neither Shavit ct al., nor Ciendenin iciich or suggest an outsourced supply chain tool. 
The Uxarainer furlher states that the limitations as recited in claim 16 are an obvious matter of 
design choice. Specifically, the Examiner contends that these limitations would have been 
obvious design choices as they are "coherent with normal and well known business practices to 
lirodnce a desired result." The Examiner's finding of obviousness based upon design choice is 
improper for at least (he reasons advanced above with respect to claims 14 and 15. For at least 
tliosc reasons, claim 16 patenlably defines oyer Shavit ct al. in view of Ciendenin- 

Cluim 17 should also be allowable a5 setting forlh patentable material in ajid of iJself. 
Claim 17 recites "wherein commodity team council systems arc created for each commodity 
associated with said supplier." Neither Shavit et nL, nor Ciendenin leach or suggest a commodity 
loom council syslcin. T!ie Examiner fuilhcr slates that the limitations as recited in claim 17 arc 
;in Dbvions matter of design choice. Specifically, the Examiner contends that these limiiaiions 
would have been obvious design choices as they are "coherent v^'th normal and well known 

Soi\ No. 10/014,708 
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biisiiics5{ practices lo produce a dcsiretl result." T\\q Exainincr's finding of obviousness based 
lipon desisyi choice is improper for at least the reasons advanced above with respect to claims 14 
nnd 15. I^or at least Ihcsc roasoas, claim 17 palcntably defines over Shavit ct al. in view of 
Clendenin. 

Chiini 18 should also be allowable as setting forth patentable material in and of itself 
Claim 18 recites ^Turlher comprising an exception approval form created by said outsourced 
supply chain tool, said exception approval form operable for requesting exceptions to business 
rules and price protection plans adopted by said manufacturing entity/' Neither Shavit et al,, nor 
Clcndcnin teach or suggest an exception approval fonn created by the outsourced supply ehain 
tool. 'l*he Exajnincr (ui lhcr slates that the limitations as recited in claim 18 are an obvious matter 
of design choice?, Spccificany, the Examiner contends that these limitations would havo been 
obvious design choices as they arc "cohei ent with normal and well known business practices to 
produce a desired result.'' Tho Examiner's finding of obviousness based upon design choice is 
improper for i\i least the reasons advanced above with respect to claims 14 and 15. For at least 
Ihcsc reasons, claim 18 palcntably defines over Shavit et al. in view of Clcndcnin, 

Claim 19 should also be allowable as sotting forUi patentable material in and of itself Claim 
1 9 recites **a decentralized file database in communication with said server, said decentralized 
file database ojjcrj^ble for directing a contract manufacturer system to generate purchase orders 
and is accomplished by; 

extracting data relating to products and assemblies manufactured by contract 
nianufacturcr systems, said data incUiding: 
part mimbers; 

supplier split percentages; and 
pricinj,^; 

segregating extracted data for each of said contract manufacturer systems; and 
Iransniitling said extracted data lo each of said contract manufacturer systems." 
Ncitlicr Shavit ct a!,, nor Clcudcniu teach or suggest a decentralized file database in 
coniimmicalion with tlie sci-ver, which is operable for directing a contract manufacturer system to 

Scr. No. 10/014,708 
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generate piircluisti onlci-s. Nor do these references even rcnio(c teach or suggest exlracling data 
relating to products and assemblies manufactured by coulracl manufacturer systems. Moreover, 
these references do not teach or suggest the data including pari numbers, supplier split 
pcrccntagiis, and pricing, rurllicr, neither of the references discloses segregating extracted data 
for each of said contract manufacturer systems, and transmitting said extracted data to each of 
said contract nuimifacturer systems. The Kxaminer further states that the limitalions <^s recited in 
claim 19 are an obvious matter of design choice. Specifkcally, the Examiner contends thnt these 
limiuuions vvouI<l have been obvious design choices as Ihcy arc "coherent with normal and well 
known business practices to produce a desired result." Tlie Examiner's funding of obviousness 
based upon design choice is improper for at least llic reasons advanced above with respect to 
claims 1 4 and 1 5. For at least these rcasotis, claim 19 patentably defines over Shavil ct al. in 
viewof Clendcnin. 

Claim 20 should also be allowable as setting forth patentable material in and of itself. Claim . 
20 recites "wherein said supply chain tool further performs implementing a set of business rules 
operable for directing said contract manufacturer system and said supplier system to perform an 
activity, said activity inckuling: 

diLCcily procuring parts pursuant to a bid award; 
executing a purchase order for directly procured parts; and 
executing invoice and payment procedures for said directly procureil parts." 
Neither Shavil ct al. nor Clendcnin teach or suggest a supply chain tool performing a set of 
husiucss rules for directing a contract manufacturer system and a siij)plier system to jierfomi 
activities including direct procurement of parts pursuant to a bid award, executing a purchase 
order for directly procured parts, and executing invoice and payment procedures for said directly 
procured parts commodity team council system. The Examiner further states that the limitations 
as recited in claint 20 are an obvious matter of design choice. Specifically, the Examiner 
contends that tlicse limitations would have been obvious design choices as they arc '^coherent 
with normal and well known business practices to produce a desired result." Tlie Examiner's 
findi!\g of obviousnc>:s based upon design choice is improper for at lejist the reasons advanced 
above v/iih resi)cct to claims 1 4 and 1 5, l-or at least these reasons, claim 20 patentably defines 
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CONCL USION 



liwicw of the foregoing, it is urged thai tiic final rcjocUon of claims 14-20 bo ovci lumcd. 
The final rcjeciion is in error and should be reversed. The fee set forth in 37 CFR 41 .20(b)(2) is 
cncloscil herewith. If there arc any addilional charges wilh respect to diis Appeal Hiicf, or 
olhcrwiso, please charge them to Deposit Account No. 09-0458. 



Respectfully subniiued, 
CANTOR COLBURN LLP 



Marisa J. Dubuc ' 
Registration No. 46,673 
CANTOR COT,BUlOJ LLP 
55 Griffin Road South 
Bloom field, CT 06002 
Telephone (S60) 286-2929 
Facsimile (860) 286-0115 
Cusloiuer No. 29371 

D:ilc: August 1 1 , 2005 
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CI AI M APPU NDIX 
Claims 1-11 (Ciiucolcd). 

Ckiiail:2. (Wilhilrawii) A method lot facilitating supply chain processes in an outsourced 
inanufacluriag cjwironnient, snid manufaclurijig ciivironmenl including an original equipment 
numuruclurcr, at least one supplier and iit least one contract manufacturer, comprising: 

selecting n prefcired price protection plan from a list of plan choices in response to 
analysis and award of a contract manuAicluring bid resulting in an agreement; 

executing an outsourced supply chain tool for implementing said plan, comprising: 

placing a purchase order with a contract manufacturing entity in accordance with 
said agrccmcnl via said oiUiisoarcod supply chain tool; 

fillcring out parts listed on said purchase order flagged for special execution as 
directed by saitl prcfcn'cd price protection plan; 

placing a second purchase order for flagged parts with a supplier designated by 
said origiiial equipment manufacturer, said second purchase order containing inslniclions for 
providing said Jlaggcd parts to said contract manufacturer; 

coordinating delivery and payment transactions for said flagged parts; 

coordinating delivery and payjncnt transactions for finished products; 

monitoring associated activities of said original equipment manufacturer, said at 
least one contract nianufaclurcr, and said at least one supplier; and 

resolving issues relating to said associated activities. 

Claim 13. (Withdrawn) A storage medium encoded with machine-readable computer program 
code for facilitating supply chain processes in an outsourced manufacturing environment, said 
manufacturing environment including an original equipment manufacturer, at least one contract 
manufacturer, and at least one supplier, the storage mediutn including inslmclions for causing a 
computer to implement a method, comprising: 

selecting a prcfeiTcd price protection plan from a list of plan choices in response to 
analysis and award of a contract manufacturing bid resulting in an agreement; 

executing an outsourced supply chain tool for impJemonting said plan, comprising: 

placing a pureha<;c order with a contract manufacturing entity in accordance with 
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Ki»icl agreement via said outsourced supply chain tool; 

filtering out parts listed on said purchase order flagged for special execution as 
di reeled by said preferred price protection plan; 

placing a second purchase order for flagged parts with a supplier designated by 
said ojiginol eqiiipnienl manuracturcr, said second purchjise onler containing instructions for 
providing said flagged parts 1o said conlract manufacturer, 

coordinating delivery and payment transactions for said flagged parUs; 

coordinating delivery imd payment transactions for finished products; 

monitoring associated activities of said original equipment manufacturer, said at 
Icasl one conlract manufacturer, and said at least one supplier; and 

resolving issues relating to said associated activities. 

Claim 14. A system for facilitating supply chain processes in an outsourced manufacturing 
environment, comprising: 

i\ nnmufaciuring entity comprising: 
a server; 

an outsourced supply chain tool executing on said server; 

a tcnninal in communication with said server via a communications link; 

a data storage device in comniunic.il ion with said server via said comnnmications 

link; 

a network link (o a contract manuracturcr system; 

a network link to a customer focus team system assigned to the contract manufacturer 
system based upon geographic proximity, said customer focus team system performing logistical 
administrative services for said conlract manufacturing system on behalf of said manufacturijig 
entity; 

wlierein said logistical iidministrative services include at least one of: 

niciiilating transfer and replenishment of components needed during manufacture; 
ensuring ongoing inventory demand issues are addressed and resolved; 
obtaining and providing metrics on oulsomced supply chain pails and activities; 
assisting said contract manufaeUning system during shortfalls of supplies; 
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colhiboraling Willi sairf commodity team council systems relaiiug to acqiiisitiou of 
critical parts; and 

providing assistance on matters related to import, export, and lax issues. 

Claim IS. Tlic system of claim 14, furl her comprising: 
a network link to a supplier system; and 

a network link to at least one commodity council team system assigned to the supplier 
system baseil upon B^^o^jnphic proximity, said commodity council team providing logistical 
administrative support to said supplier system; 

wljcroin said logistical administrative support includes at least one of: 

ensuring timely placcmcjit of purchase orders relating to supporting 

supplier systems; 

managing order books ofsaid supporting supplier systems; 
providing outsourced supply chain metrics relating lo supply chain 

activities; 

escalating shortfalls identified for iiwentorics of said supplier systems; 
assisting said customer focus team systems in acquiring critical parts; 
facilitating replenishment implementation and drive to complete drop 

shipjncnt futictions; 

resolving finance issues; 
visiting said supplier syiStems; 

providing support for other outsourced supply chain regions on unique 

supplier issues; 

providing input on supplier report cards; and 

interracing with council chairs on contract issues, gcogiaphical allocations, 
supplier credits, and letters to suppliers on tttmsfcrs. 

Claim 1 6. Tlic system of claim 1 5, wherein said outsourced supply chain tool performs: 

generating a price protection plan for said contract nnanufactiircr and said supplier, said 
gencraling a price protection plan perfomied by gathering data relating to goods to be 
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nianiifacUirctl, said data inchitling: 

tbrccast aiid demand data; 
supplier commilment datii; 
conlract inaiiuracturcr award data; and 
logistical data; 

developing business; rules operable for identi lying cost savings in accordance with 
cxisling ncgoliatc^ contract pricing and contract tcnns iind conditions of trading parlncr 
ai'iccmcnls; 

executing sujoply chain acfivilies utilizing results of said generating a price protection 
plan and said developing business rules* 

Claim 17. The system of claim 15, wherein commodity team council systems are created for 
each coMunodity associated with said supplier. 

Claim 18. The system of claim 1 5, futlher comprising an exception approval fonn created by 
said outsourced supply chain tool, said exception approval form operal>le for requesting 
exceptions to business niles and price protection plans adopted by said manufacluring entity. 

Claim 19, The system of claim 15, fmlher comprising u decentralized file database in 
communicution with said server, said decentralized file database operable for directing a contract 
manufaclurcr xsystcm to generate purchase orders and is accomplished by: 

cxtracling data relating to products and assemblies manufactured by contract 
manurac(urct: systems, said data including: 
part numbers; 

supplier split percentages; and 
pricing; 

£cgrc|^faling extracted data for each of said cojilrnct manufacturer systems; and 
IranKMiitting said extracted data to each of said contract manufacturer systems. 

Claim 20. The system of claim 1 5, wherein said supply chain tool fuitlicr performs 
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iiiiplcinciUing a set of business rules operable for directing said corlracl manafacturcr system and 

SMid supplier systcra to pcrfomi an activily, said activity including: 
directly procuring parts pursuant lo a bid award; 
executing a purchase order for directly procured parts; and 
executing invoice and payment procedures for said directly procuretl parts. 
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